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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript addresses water pollution in Lerma river due to urban, agricultural & industrial wastes discharged without properly treating them. The water quality further declines during the course of its flow to Lake Chapala. The study highlights that even though the number of waste water treatment plants increased over the years, most of the current plants are not operational. The present study reveals the complexity and challenges associated with the planning and management of waste water treatment infrastructure.
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	Abstract needs revision focussing on the work being carried out. Methodology, results, conclusion, scope of future study etc. should be separate sections in the manuscript.
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